Rural diversification strategies in Zimbabwe are wide in nature but the environment plays an important role in ensuring that sustainability and structural transformation are achieved. A good understanding of the diversity of rural livelihoods choices and income sources among rural households would therefore inform policy makers on appropriate policy interventions. This paper delves to establish the role of rural diversification strategies in promoting structural transformation in Zimbabwe using Insiza district as a case study. A mixed methods research design was used. Both qualitative and quantitative data collection methods were applied. The study utilized semistructured interviews with key informants who were purposively sampled to take part in the study. A total of 100 questionnaires were distributed and 86 were returned thus giving the researcher a response rate of 86%. The study's findings noted that rural diversification is an important component of the rural economy and it plays an important component in order to achieve structural transformation using Insiza district in Zimbabwe as a case study. The study also noted that though climate was negatively impacting on the Insiza district residents, households that diversified their income sources had enhanced income compared with farming households which do not diversify their income sources being vulnerable. The study recommends that the government should intervene by financing and educating the rural folk. Micro-policy should be targeted on rural households incomes that facilitate the provision of widening income options through small scale group schemes.
Introduction
Rural diversification can be defined as economic development of nonagricultural activities or a livelihood which has multiple, part time components and it can be associated with a booming or necessary economy or with accumulating or immerserating livelihood strategies (Davis, 2003) . Rural livelihoods in Zimbabwe are under a continuous process of structural transformation in response to the dynamic changes taking place in the economy of Zimbabwe as well as climate change (Asmah, 2011) . In the third world it can be noted that in the absence of sustainable rains and in the wake of climate change, rural diversification is the way to go in order to sustain their livelihoods in terms of income, assets and activities. Folke (2006) notes that in the wake of climate change few households trace their income to a single source; thus, there is so much diversification and some strategies are sustainable, while some are not. The coping or diversification strategies in Zimbabwe are wide in nature but the environment plays an important role in ensuring that sustainability is achieved . Campbell (2014) argues that rural diversification in employment and income is pronounced among those rural households which have lower income levels, and inadequate resources base for engaging themselves in more productive income is pronounced among those rural households which have lower income levels and inadequate resource base for engaging themselves in more productive income-generating activities. The rich households diversify their economic base to further boost their already higher income levels (Vatta and Sidhu, 2007) . It can thus be noted that the patterns of rural diversification depends on asset endowment, education, gender and proximity to an urban area (Bryceson, 2009) .
Rural diversification of livelihoods is largely driven by two sets of factors, namely push factors such as increasing risk in agriculture, declining profitability, increasing land fragmentations and mounting pressure on land which leads to a continuous fall in environment -man ratio, and pull factors, which are driven by the complementariness between farm and non-farm activities that create strong forward and backward linkages (Hartog, 2006; Macousour et al, 2012) . has identified that the diversification in agriculturally developed villages of Zimbabwe was driven by economic growth and market demand. Thurlow et al (2012) noted distress -driven rural diversification from the farm to non farm sector. Davis (2006) noted that rural households in Zimbabwe are engaged in "last resort activities" in the non agricultural sector activities, thus indicating distress diversification in the state.
The land economy of Zimbabwe witnessed a boom before 2000, and it is now facing a number of challenges like climate change, economic meltdown as well as policy dearth in agricultural production in Zimbabwe (Chapoto, 2011) . The land reform which capitulated in the year 2000 further aggravated the vulnerability of rural livelihoods and slowed structural transformation (Asmah, 2011) . Today, rural livelihoods have all the more strong reasons to be "multi-active" in income and employment generating activities. While the importance of non-farm income has been increasing for all rural livelihoods, it is more pronounced for the landless, marginal and small farmers (Chaudhuri, 2002) . The non-farm sector has been an important alternative source to farm income, providing an opportunity for the sustenance of rural livelihoods. This paper will delve to establish the role of rural diversification strategies in promoting structural transformation in Zimbabwe using Insiza district as a case study.
Problem Statement
The rural livelihoods in Zimbabwe are under a continuous structural transformation in response to the dynamic changes taking place in the economy. Despite the fact that agriculture is the main source of livelihood in rural Zimbabwe, the people in rural Zimbabwe are engaged in a variety of off and non-farm activities to diversify their income and enable them to cope with the risk of crop failures in the face of climate change (FAO, 2015; Mohino et al, 2011) . However, there is a wide difference between literatures regarding the share of non and off-farm income in total household income in Zimbabwe. Barrett and Reardon (2000) reported that the share of non and off-farm income in rural Zimbabwe averaged about 36% in 1989/90. On the other hand, Reardon et al. (2006) found that non and off farm share of total income in rural Ethiopia was about 20% in 1999 fiscal year. Despite the differences in the percentage of income share derived from non-farm employment, the role of non-farm income in total household income is significant. Sara (2007) found that about 75% of rural households engage in off-farm activities and approximately 31% of their livelihood income is generated from off-farm employment indicating that income from farming is not sufficient to support the household economy.
The aim of rural livelihood diversification is to reduce risk which is related to agricultural activity and to supplement farm income. Although livelihoods are predominantly agriculture based, labor productivity is low and most rural areas in Zimbabwe are net cereal buyers (IPCC, 2007) . Because of the primary dependence on subsistence crop production in the country, harvest failure leads to household food deficits which, in the absence of off and non-farm income opportunities, leads to asset depletion and increasing levels of destitution at the household level . However, if the conditions do not allow the rural people to diversify their income, it will be very difficult for the poor to diversify their income source, so that the poor become more food-insecure than the rich. The communities in the study area, Insiza, are mainly engaged in crop and livestock production as their major livelihood strategy.
Shackleton et al (2001) note that rural diversification is not well understood in its nature and orientation. Burch et al. (2007) note that agriculture has been an effective tool for growth and poverty reduction in several countries including Zimbabwe, but it has failed to be sustainable in the current climate change dispensation and due to policy neglect which is at times buttressed by inappropriate investment by governments and donors towards agriculture. The work by Camlin et al (2014) highlights migration as one of the factors affecting rural diversification among rural households in Insiza district, thus in a way suggesting a strong link between the rural and urban economies. In Zimbabwe, undiversified rural livelihoods options and complete dependency on agricultural production is the main problem which exacerbate food insecurity in the rural areas which include Insiza district -the basis of this study. Structural transformation refers to the transmission of the rural economy from one stage to another stage of development. notes that the well known pattern of transformation that has been experienced by the countries at different stages of development is the movement from agriculture to manufacturing and then to services. As an economy advances technologically overtime, the importance of the farm sector in terms of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and share in total employment gets reduced and the share of the other two sectors increases gradually and follows the path that agriculture followed to manufacturing and then to services (Losch, 2011) . The question which arises is whether rural diversification allows structural transformation to follow the overall transformation or otherwise.
The investigation of how rural households diversify their livelihoods and the identification of rural livelihoods choices made beyond migration activities become imperative. ZIMSTATS (2015) report noted that there was inadequate information on rural diversification mechanisms and how sustainable they are. A good understanding of the diversity of rural livelihood choices and income sources among rural households would therefore inform policy makers on appropriate policy interventions. The question arises because rural economy is a constituent sub-economy of the overall economy, the other being the urban economy, and each subeconomy has its own compositional structure in production, distribution, or employment different from the other. This paper explores the rural diversification strategies used in promoting structural transformation in Insiza district in Zimbabwe.
Objectives of the Study
Based on the problem stated above, the general objective of the study is to examine the role of rural diversification strategies in promoting structural transformation in Zimbabwe. The specific objectives of the study are:
➢To establish the rural diversification strategies used in promoting structural transformation in Insiza district, Zimbabwe, and ➢To investigate the challenges faced in rural diversification and how they negatively impact structural transformation in Insiza district, Zimbabwe.
Research Methodology
The study was carried out as follows
Description of the Study Area
The study was carried out in Wards 1, 3 and 5 of Insiza district, which is situated in Matebeleland South in Zimbabwe. Matabeleland South constitutes 5,2 % of the national population and Insiza district had a population of 100 333 in 2012 (ZIMStats, 2012) . The study area is characterized by perennial acute drought and food shortages due to unfavorable climate conditions and deteriorating farm land. 
Data Collection Methods
A mixed methods research design was used. Both qualitative and quantitative data collection methods were applied separately in a sequential order in line with Nataliya and Stick (2007) and Cresswell (2012) . Sequential application of qualitative and quantitative data collection approach was aimed at complementing results from each phase. The study also utilized semi-structured interviews with key informants who were purposively sampled to take part in the study. A total of 100 questionnaires were distributed and 86 were returned, thus giving the researcher a response rate of 86%.
The questionnaires were randomly targeted at household heads and kraal heads. Clearance from the office of the District Administrator was granted prior to data collection. Participants also gave consent by filling in the prepared consent forms. This was done to confirm to the respondents that the study had been approved, it was confidential and that they would not be victimized or prejudiced by participating in the study. Table 1 reflects the socio-economic characteristics of the respondents. The majority of the respondents are within the age range of the 40-49 years (48%). This was followed by the age range of 30-39 years, which accounted for 38% of the study respondents. It can therefore be noted that the active age range is from 30-49 years, which accounted for 86%. From the age of 50-59 years, 12% participated in the study. Thus, it can be noted that there are few elderly respondents who participated in the study from Insiza district. The researcher is of the view that the age ranges above 50 years are still venturing into agriculture. The age range of above participants over 60 years accounted as 2 percent from participants in the study. Hence, it can be noted that as age moves up, fewer and fewer people embrace rural diversification strategies in Insiza district. Therefore structural transformation can be embraced by the youth rather than by the elderly.
Results
The age range category implies that rural diversification in rural areas is common among the households headed by young people who are agile, capable of coping with risk in areas where agriculture no longer gives the desired results. The finding agrees with studies which were carried out by Losch (2011) and Mohino (2011) . The studies noted that the majority of the respondents engaged in diversification of livelihoods in rural areas are still in their productive years. The distribution of the respondents by household size presented in Table 1 shows that the majority of respondents (59%) have family sizes ranging from 1-5 members. This was followed by 23% who noted that they had 6-10 members. This finding differs from one study conducted by Okere (2012) which noted that larger households may have to depend on more income generating activities for sustainable livelihoods than smaller size households.
Table 1 also reflected that most of the respondents (35%) had 21-30 years experience in rural livelihoods strategies. This was followed by 34%, which showed that respondents had 11-20 years experience. Of importance from the study is the fact that most respondents are subsistence oriented farmers and rural diversification strategies will likely help raise their standard of living above the poverty datum line in Insiza district. Table 1 also reflects that the majority of respondents (66%) were female and 34% were male. This finding shows that most of the males migrate to other areas, hence there are few males in Insiza district. Push factors are responsible for most of the migration which takes place from male members from Insiza district. This finding is different from a study conducted by Sallawa (2013) which noted that in Nigerian rural areas, diversification is dominated by males.
The study also noted that there are low educational levels among the respondents in Insiza district and this affects income diversification patterns. This generally means that there is a low level of education among rural farming households and this has implications for their income earning capacity, as the respondents lack the required skills to diversify. The study also discerned that respondents may find it difficult to adapt to modern improved techniques of production or operations because of their lack of education. As for Table 1 , 74% has no access to credit which is essential for rural diversification to happen and structural transformation to be achieved. Access to credit has the propensity to break the vicious cycle of poverty and raise the purchasing power of people in Insiza district, who over rely on meager household resources. Remittances 20 23
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Total 86 100 Table 1 shows non-farm income sources that are practiced in Insiza district. The table shows that the majority of the respondents (23%) rely on remittances. Remittances flow into Insiza district from Botswana, South Africa and Namibia. This was followed by petty trade, with 22%. Petty trade relates to the sale of juice cards, vegetables and mabhero (second hand clothes). The study also noted that 15% opt for shop keeping and 15% opt for crafts, from the study respondents. Crafts are a diversification strategy conducted usually in the dry season, as during the rainy season people in Insiza district will be concentrating on crop cultivation. They sell mutsvairo (broom) and make baskets as their craft. Some in Insiza district rent out houses or rooms to civil service workers and nongovernmental workers. The study noted that 4% of the respondents were in brick moulding, for those who will be building stores and houses. The study, in essence, notes that these diversification strategies are done to complement farming activities.
Off Farm Income Sources
Figure 2 -Off Farm Income Sources Figure 2 shows the off farm income sources that are practiced by respondents in Insiza district. The majority of respondents noted that they supplement their livelihoods through cattle herding. Since cattle play an important role in Insiza district they are regarded as a wealth asset. The study noted that 31% of respondents were involved in wage work, thus working permanently or on a temporary basis to sustain their livelihoods. Areas of work included civil service, stores, fuel stations and in nongovernmental organizations. 19 % of the respondents were in carework, as house maids
Institutional barriers Affecting Rural Diversification Strategies in Promoting Structural Transformation
Choosing high rural diversification strategies portfolios is important for the rural households in poverty affected communities, but various constraints hinder the participation by rural households. The study noted 31% 50%
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Wage work Cattle herder that rural households in Insiza district face challenges when attempting to undertake high return diversification strategies. The identification of constraints is crucial for future policy formulation. The major institutional challenges that were identified include" poor household asset base, poor rural infrastructure, lack of access to credit facilities, lack of awareness, a shortage of training facilities, and a lack of opportunities in non-farm sectors. Table no . 5 reflects institutional barriers to high return livelihood strategies. The majority of respondents (55%) noted that in Insiza district, they have a challenge in having access to credit. Access to credit is vital in ensuring that rural diversification can be achieved. Hence, in the volatile market in Zimbabwe, where loans are expensive, it can be noted that rural diversification measures are difficult to achieve. Limited access to credit facilities is one of the major limiting factors affecting rural households in pursuit of rural diversification strategies. In the absence of credit support from the institutional agencies, resource-poor households are not able to start their own non-farm enterprises since they require more startup capital than they have access to (Gebuza and Beyene, 2012) . Rural diversification is difficult to achieve in Insiza district due to lack of collaterals. Lack of collaterals and lack of disposable income is thus a militating factor on rural livelihoods diversification in Insiza district.
Infrastructure plays an important role in the development of rural diversification (Gebu and Beyene, 2012) . Respondents also noted that poor infrastructure (25%) was another militating factor which negatively affects rural diversification. In this regard it can be noted that roads going to Insiza district are dilapidated, water shortages hamper production and also power cuts make the area not to be an ideal investment rine. Poor infrastructure reduces the chances of rural diversification undertaking strategies that improve their welfare (Chaudhuri, 2002) . The introduction of projects in the rural areas has greatly improved the infrastructure in the area and poor road network is no longer a problem.
Twenty percent of the respondents noted that there is a lack of training which hampers rural diversification. The rural households are used to their traditional livelihood strategies, hence diversification in the rural areas is slow and the pace to change is also durable. some rural households lack information regarding activities, which is due to limited information dissemination mechanisms which are employed .
Conclusion and Recommendations
In conclusion, rural diversification is an important component of the rural economy and it plays an important component in order to achieve structural transformation. It supports the livelihoods of the rural poor by providing gainful employment, supplementing their meagre incomes and preventing them from falling further below the poverty datum line in Insiza district. The study reflects that rural diversification plays an important role in supplementing their income as most respondents in the study adopted a combination of nonfarm rural diversification strategies. Promoting rural diversification strategies for achieving structural transformation is crucial for supplementing the income of people in Insiza district; it is a brilliant move for supplementing the income of farmers as well as sustaining equitable rural growth by cutting on migration to the urban areas, as well as to foreign countries.
The study also noted that women dominate many of the non-farm activities in Insiza district as drink sales, local craft (pottery and sewing) and petty trading. Therefore, giving financial and vocational assistance to women by the governmental and non-governmental agencies and accelerating rural livelihoods transformation from mere agricultural production to livelihoods diversification into non-off farm activities are important. The study also noted that though climate was negatively impacting the Insiza district residents, households that diversified their income sources had enhanced income, compared to farming households which do not diversify their income sources.
The study recommends various strategies to be put in place; ➢ The distance to the market needs to be improved by opening subsidized or government oriented markets ➢ Government should intervene and even the rural inhabitants should help educate and train younger members of the communities for profitable rural diversification to exist. ➢ Micro-policy should be targeted to rural households' incomes that facilitate the provision of widening income options through small scale group schemes. ➢ Infrastructural policy constraints on educational institutions need to be implemented. They should ensure that infrastructure access to the location is near to household settlement. ➢ The private sector should be encouraged to create income generating activities in the rural areas to enhance their livelihood diversification activities and ultimately their living standards.
